Lens QOreste
684() sw 16th ct
Pompano Beach FL 33068
Comuussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Conmmunications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washington, D.C. 200554

Dear Comnmissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of Amernican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers

Additonally, adoption of the broadeast flag will harrm innovation. Many users of open—source software ate
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work te improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation 1s what makes open—source software able 1o compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—seurce programmers from innovating 1n field of digital
conumuucations techrniques used by television.

Most Americans assumex] that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consummners are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in additon to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software, It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Lens Oreste




Mark Brewer
612 springhouse square
Leesburg, VA 20175
Commmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Coninissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outsice 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1 order to watch digital telewvision broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harmi innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and “tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
comnunications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumex] that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aie
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it 1llegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Mark Brewer




Mark Brewer
612 springhouse square
Leesburg, VA 20175
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consurmers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag" T am writing to join them. As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ an unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additronally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
umovaton 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulaters and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Amernicans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able ©o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined 1o invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal o
watch digital television en a computer using open—source software, It is for these reasons [ urge vou to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Mark Brewer




Richard Prangnell
23 Pendragon Court
Arthur Street
Hove, Sussex UK
Commnussioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Thousarls of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag" T am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s cutside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order 1o watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addrtionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and dernodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digtal
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without inmovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t itlegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Ruchard Prangnell
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October 28, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaet Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As g consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to mnnovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DT V-raception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could zesult in me being charged more money for infenior
functionalty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment i1 DTV -capable
tecervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telewision. Thank you for your ume.

Sincerely,

Glen Aluns

2713 Beaver Ct

Fort Collins, CO 80526
USA
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Gcetober 28, 2003

Commissichar Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 412th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Capps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | fee! strongly that auch a poliey would be bad for Innovation, conaumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, campetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.-reception equipment wil! enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In preducts that don't necaasarlly reflect what consumers (ke me
actualiy want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less |Ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal televiglon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Todd vanQhlen
430 Palace St
Aurara, IL 60508
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michagel J. Copps
Federal Commumications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

\Washmgton. D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wantng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abality to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment wall enable the studios to
tell technologusts what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty.

Lf the FCC tssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV.capable
recetvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal telewmsion. Thank you for your wme.

Sicerely,

Shaun Tuttle
9012 W Jackson
Munae, IN 47304
USA




Te
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October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commissicn
445 12th Street, NW

Wishington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and cittzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihity to mnovare for
theit custorners. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologysts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ke me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemng charged mote money for infenor
functional:ty,

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for dewices that Limat my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Albert Shurgalla
21088 Verde Trail
Boca Raton, F1 33433
UsA
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October 12, 2003

Commilssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolagy for digital televislon As a
consumer and citizen, | feal strongly that such & policy would be bad for Innovation, conaumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be reoted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create Thls will result In producta that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me being charged more monay tor inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Matthew Andrew
2505 Carrea Road
Honolulu, HI 98822
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicationg Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing ta volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovetion, eonsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell technolegists
what new products they can create This will reauit In products that don't necessarlly refiect what ¢consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged rore money for inferior tunctionaitty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuaily be tess (Ikely to make an Investment in DTv-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televigion Thank you far your time

Sincerely,

Klaus Schreyack
15371 E Ford Pl #D3
Aurora, CO 80017
USA
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Cetober 12, 2003

Commnlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing ta volee my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "brozdeast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rooted In manufecturers' abliity to Innevate for thetr
custamers Allowing movie studios {o veto features of DTV.reception aquipment will enable the studias to te!l tachhologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferler functionarity

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment | will not pay more for devices that Himh my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital television Thank you far your time

Sincerely,

Devan Bowen

2 Annamarle Terrace
Cheektowaga, NY 14225
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HW

WYashington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption cf "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-—reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
mnake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment I will not pay
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour tine

Sincerely,

Judd Hardy

23133 SE S8th S5t
Issaguah, Wi 38029
USa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadceast flag" technolagy for digitai television As a
consumer and ctizen, | feel atrongly that such a polley would be bad for innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for conaumer electronles must be rocted in manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they ¢an create This wlill resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
actuatly want, and It eould result In me belng charged more money far Inferiar functionallty

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less liKely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipmeant | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevision Thank you for your time

Slncerely,

Larry Granell
1155.26 st
Moline, IL 81285
Usa
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Octaber 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Commuttications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital televigion As a consumer
and citizen. [ feel strongly that such a policy weuld be bad fof innovation, consumer righte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

& robust. competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
mavie studion to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technelopists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

[f the FCC {gsues a broadcast flag mendate, I wonld actuslly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capabile receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Benjamin Abels
500 8 Clay
Fawrbury, IL 61739
U'sSa
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Qctober 28, 2003

Commissioner Michaet J Copps
Federal Communlecations Commlsslon
445 12¢h Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag technolegy for digitai television As a

consumear and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manutacturara' ablity to Inngvate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil techhologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily refiect what censumers Ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

I the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be jess llkely t5 make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for digital talevislen Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Neal Nellans

8971 Nobletan Dr
Windermare, FL 34788
USA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20534

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital talavision As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly thet such a policy would be bad far innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Aliowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This wili result In products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other squipment | will not pay maore for devicaes that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerealy,

Steven Arnold

1673 Cedar Hollow Way
Reston, VA 20164

USA




Edward Carl KNACK
02015 Bamard Road
Charlevoix, Michigan, 49720
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnications Comtmission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

I just started to update my TV equipment so T could eventually enjoy Digital TV. I just purchased a
Progressive Scan DVD player to be ready. You are now going to make my $300.00 Purchase obsclete. If [ had
known the rules would be changing under my feet I would not have purchased the Equipment and I am now
on NOTICE to not purchase any new Vidio Equipment until the standards are set in stone.

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Commumcations Conimission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag 1s neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from waiching dignal
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—-to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using miy choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Furthermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers 10
chscover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

1t the move to digatal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettiet
pictwre 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumner electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Edward Carl KNACK
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW

Wasghington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCCumandated adoption of "broadcagt flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad fof innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate sdoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't neceswarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to meke an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate hroadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Pascal Meunier
Bl11S 1lthSt
Lafayette, IN 47905
LS4
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Cetober 12, 2003

Ceomrnssioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Comitmssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnung to voice my opposthon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and anzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoptnon of DTV,

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.recepton equipment will enable the studios to
tell technclogsts what new products they can create, This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionalty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
zecervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that lumut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

George Dumun

7315 Birch St

Rear

New Orleans, LA 70118
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michasl Copps,

lam writing to velee my spposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal television As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such e polley would be bad for innovatien, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of OTV

A robust, competitive market for conaumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturera' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiill enable the studioa to tell techroiogists
what new products they can create This will resuit In produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jennifer Haman

489 West Broadway
South Boston, MA 02127
USA
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October 12. 2003

Commissioner HMichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HNW

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Michasl Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television Ais a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This wall result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually wvant. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more monay for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for vour time

Sincerely,

Joseph Guarino

223 Sumner St Apt 31
Somexrville, MA 02143
USA




October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wontng to voice my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digytal
television. As 2 consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV. /

A robust, compennve markst for consuner electronucs must be rooted 1n manufacturery’ abihity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result 11 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bemng charged more money for inferor
funchonality.

If the FCC sssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for dewices that lumt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Shane Baket

820 Thomas St
Stroudsburg, PA 18360
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewsion. As 2 consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competiuve market for consumer elactronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abity to nnovate for
thewr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment m DTV.capable
teceivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digatal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Josef Carter

10445 artesia blvd

45

Bellflower, CA 90706
LISA
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HU

Washington. D €T 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don’'t necessarily reflect vhat consumners like me actually want. and 1t could
result i1in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
mnake an i1nvestment 1n DIV-capable recmivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for yvour time

Sincerely,

Josh Barrington

5793 Montevideo Rd
Uesterville, OH 43081
1ISA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisalen
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technalagy for digital telavision As a
consumer end citizen, [ feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar slectronics must be rooted In manufacturars' ablitty to innovate for thelr
cugtorners Atlowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This wiill reault In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actuatly want, and It could result In me being charged more money for inferlor functionaltty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be iess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment ! will not pay maore for davicas that llmft my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Erle Blomstrom

89 | Inwooed Straet
2nd Floor

New Britaln, CT 08052
USA




